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standing back too far from...I will get this down right
sooner o r l at e r . Th er e i s a great temptation for those
i ndi v i d u a l s wh en they see th a t they have i nc r e a s ed
valuation, that they know that t hey ar e g o i n g t o d ec r e a s e
their mill levy to operate their systems, there xs a great
temptation, I know because I have been there, to slip a few
extra programs in so that the overall...you can sti ll
i ncrease s p e n d i n g and de cr e a s e the mill valuation. There
tends to be a taking advantage at t h i s t i me . What t h x s b i l l
does, as I understand, particularly with the committee
amendments, there aren't a lo t o f t ee t h i n i t , f rank l y .
There is no lid provision. There are no penalty provisions.
It is merely we, in the Legislature, saying we don't want
you l oca l sub di v i s i o n s u s i n g t h i s a s a n e x a mpl e t o do
i ncreased spend i ng . Th e i n t en t of t h e b i l l I t h i nk i s an
excellent one. It does not interfere with t he l oc a l
control. I g u ess what weare saying is, school board, if
you want to put that new program in now, c it y c ou n c i l , i f
you want to pave that extra street, you st i l l have t h e r i g ht
to go ahead and do it but, please, don't t ake advant age o f
this state mandated valuation to do that. I think what we
have here is basically a good statement of intent and I
would urge you to support it.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Remmers, please.

SENATOR REMMERS: ( Mike o f f ) . . . on t he b i l l .

SPEAKER NICHOL: Senator Harris, did you want to speak about
the amendments?

SENATOR HARRIS: Wanted to ask a question of Senator Johnson
if he is available.

SPEAKER NICHOL: Okay, would you r espond p l e a s e .

SENATOR V. J OHNSON: Yes, s a r , Sen a t o r Har r i s .

SENATOR HARRIS: W h at h appens i n t h e c ase of a r ev i s i o n
downward a s a r esu l t o f the deflation in agricultural areas
and the v i l l ag e s i n t he se agricultural areas?

SENATOR V. J OHNSON: The amendment nor the bill, well , t h e
amendment doesn' t deal with downward revaluations. I t d e a l s
with increases. I guess the problem of sort of property tax
b racket c r e e p ha s b ee n an inflationary problem and not a
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